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REMARKS 

.Applicants and the undersigned thank Examiner Dang for his carefui review of 
this appHcation. Reonsideration of the present appHcation in view of the foilowng 

remarks is respsctfuiiy requested. 

By the present co.rnrnunication, no ciaims have been amended as all claims have 
been maintained in their originai form. Thus, claims 1-59 are pending and under active 
prosecution in the present application. 

Applicants and the undersigned gratefully acknowledge that claims 1~7> 23-32 
and 45-59 have: been indicated as aiiowabie. 

AfUIENDIi/tENT TQ SPECiFiCATiON 

The Office Action ha$ objecled to the Abstract, aileging the abstract does not 
{nQiude a cohijfee statement of the technica! disclosure of the Invention. Applicants 
have amended the Abstract to despribe the invention with greater particularft>'. 
Wlthdrav^al of this ob|ection is respectfully requested^ 

REJEGf IONS UNDER 3S U.S.C. § 102: 

Appficants respectfully traverse the rejection of claims S, 9, 11, 12, 33, 34, 36, 
and 37 as allegedly being anticipated by Cook et a! (U S 2001/0047870; hereinafter 
"Cook") for at least the following reasons. 

With respect to ciaims 8, 9. 11, 12, 33, 34, 36, and 37, the daims are drafted in 
means-plus-function claim language. For example, claim 8 requires "means for 
positioning an expansion cone within the tubular member", "means for displacing the 
expansion cone relative to the tubular member", and "means for hydroplaning the 
tubular member on the expansion cone." Each of the other claims listed above similarly 
requires at feast one "means" for accomplishing a function. 

Because the claims are drafted using "means plus function" claim language (see 
35 U.S.C. §112, 6*^ paragraph), such language must be interpreted to read on only the 
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structures or materials disclosed in the specification and "equivalents thereof that 
correspond to the recited fLinction, See MPEP §2-105. Put differentiy, when an element 
ss claimed using isnguage falling under the scope of 35 U.S.C, §112, 6^" paragraph, the 
specificatio n niust be consul ted to determine the structure, m a terial or acts 
corresponding to the function recited in the claim . MPEP § 2 1 11 .01 , citing in re 
Donaldson, 16 F,3d 11 89 (Fed. Cir. 1994). Thus, with respect to claims 8. 9, 11 , 12, 33, 
34, 35, and 37, the specification must be examined to determine what means are 
disclosed. Applicants respectfuiiy request that the Examiner reconsider the above 
noted rejected claims in view of the structures disclosed within the specification. 

OBJECTIOMS 

Applicants gratefully acKnowledge that claims 10, 13-22. 35 and 38^44, while 
objected to as depending from a rejected base claim, have been indicated allowable 
If amended to ihclude all elements of the base clatms, In view of the above arguments, 
Applicants will not amend the claims at this time. 

CONCLUSION 

The foregoing Is submitted as a full and complete Response to the Non-Final 
Office Action mailed April 9, 2007. Applicants have made a diligent effort to advance 
the prosecution of the application by submitting arguments in support of the patentability 
of the claims and have made the required amendment to the specification. Applicants 
has not acquiesced to any rejection and reserve the right to address the patentabiiity of 
any additional claim features in the future. In view of the above, reconsideration of the 
rejection and allowance of claims 1-59 is respectfully requested. 

As the three-month statutory period for repiy expires on July S, 2007. this 
Response is therefore considered timely fifed and no fees a.^e believed to be due, 
Hov'(,'ev8r, should the Commissioner deem any fees as i^eing due, including any fees for 
any e.xtensiGns of time, tlie Commissioner is hereby authorized to debit said fees from, 
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or to credit any overpayments to, USPTO Deposit Account Number 50-3788, Reference 
No. 14147.105090. 

T!ie Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned via telephone at the number 
listed beiow if a telephone conference would expedite or aid the prosecution and 
examination of this application. 



Date: July , 2007 

King & Spalding LLP 
1 1 00 Louisiana Street, Ste 4000 
Houston. TX 77002-5213 
Telephone: 713.276.7400 
Facsimile: 713,7513290 
E-mail; mhay@ksiaw.cGm 
USFTO ID 59081 



Respectfully submitted, 



yichael F. Hay > 
Registration ISIumber 54, 155 
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